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Krishna Kirti Das wrote: 

At this point, I want to note a significant historical parallel between the Protestant Christian doctrine of sola scriptura (only scripture) and the ritvikist apotheosis of Srila Prabhupada’s authority. Sola scriptura is Latin for “scripture alone.”....bhupada” and the attitude that arises from it, there is little to restrain them.

Prabhu,  you are a scholar, but, you are missing very important and fundamental aspects here.  What you are missing is what is really motivating those who support the on-going rtvik system. You are mis-placing it, mis equating it to something else.   

In some ways, your analysis may be correct, that we take Prabhupad's words verbatim is true.  However, we do not reject that which is not there. There is no direct or specific rejection of on-going rtvik any where in shastra or that any past acharya ever condemned it as bogus.  Thus, we are not rejecting anything traditional or any past acharya.    

What motivates the Rtvik supporters and sometime pushes their emotions?  First, we see that the GBC have taken ISKCON down the wrong road for the past 37 years.  The supports of the on-going rtvik system are, after all, either direct disciples of SP, or his sold-out followers, and to see where the gbc has taken our guru's mission brings out so many emotional outbursts.  That is simply natural, Prabhu, no matter how else you try to box it in to fit what you think it might be.   

Where you are right, in a way, is that, yes, we are motivated in wanting to see SP's mission abide strictly to SP's teachings. And that is exactly what should motivate all his real followers.  Many in the GBC camp are also motivated as such.  The difference between the two camps comes down to understanding, or "interpretation", if you will, of what exactly SP said.  In general both camps want to see Prabhupad's teachings followed.   

However, there are additional factors at work. Here is what your equation above is missing.   Go back to 1977 - 1978 time frame, back to when the GBC began to take ISKCON down the current (wrong) path and we find that it just wasn't  'interpretation'  at work that caused the GBC to head down the wrong road.   

There was a very STRONG degree of Personal Desire on behalf of a number of powerful GBC men who wanted so bad to be guru, that there were conspiracies on their part to keep what SP actually said away from the rest of the mission.  

And, there is the nagging question of the Poison Conspiracy issue, which is a related issue here.  In SP's own words he said he was being poisoned. First he said he had the symptoms of one who was poisoned, then he actually said, as matter of fact, that he was being poisoned. He spoke of going out on parikrama of Govardhan Giri and being taken by Krsna, or staying in his room and being killed by the demon Ravana.  These were his own descriptions of what he was seeing at the time.  So, that is not just a conspiracy theory, it is based on SP's own words.  So, we have that also in the background, motivating the emotions of many people.  

But, unless you try to put yourself into the shoes of SP's disciples who are currently disenfranchised over this guru issue, then you will never have any idea, at all, as to what motivates us.  Unless you try to, at least, in you mind and heart, walk down the path many of us had to tread, then you will be at a total loss of why we say and act the way we do.   

There were real and verifiable Conspiracies by some GBC.  Conspiracies to Lie to our faces in SP's name.  

ie:  When SP was ill he asked for ALL his disciples to come by his side. This humble request by Srila Prabhupad totaly freaked out several of the GBC who were there at the time. They met and decided that the devotees in the West CAN NOT hear of this.   They must be told just the OPPOSITE.  That, prabhu, meets the criteria of a Conspiracy. Those men met and Conspired a plan to LIE to our faces, on SP's name.  Ramesvar came back to LA and told us that Prabhupad had sent him to STOP us from going to his side, and that SP had asked us all to STAY where we were.   Later we found out this was a Bold Faced LIE, where our illustrious GBC, our fearless and great leader, who was then being propped up as one of 11 who we were to now accept that SP just appointed to be one of our New Acharyas,   this man just LIED to us in our face,   after conspiring to do so by most of the other 11.   

Damn, you don't have a clue what we all went through.  

Really, if this had happened to you, what do you think you would do?  How would you react?  I had to go back and clean up this email and remove the more colorful superlatives that more properly describe my true feelings toward those who lied to our face and used Srila Prabhupad's name to do so, and over his last departing request at that.  I cleaned it up only so that it would not offend those who just don't get it.  But, the fact is, such colorful words are much more appropriate.  

In March/April of 1978, just after the Mayapur GBC meetings, the GBC formally issued a paper on the official GBC view of the 'guru' issue.   >From Novembr 77 up until April 78 the GBC were saying the same thing, that SP had written a list of 11 men who were to become the next acharyas,   but, there was still uncertainty about it. Ramesvar, in LA, told us that was what SP wrote, but the GBC weren't sure exactly what to do.  Then, after the GBC meetings they made their choice known officially.  

I just found, last month, that official GBC issued paper from 1978.   I had kept it all these years. We just moved and i found it while going through my personal things. 

In 1978, I don't have time to go look it up and quote word for word right now, but, that paper announced that SP had written a list of 11 men whom, according to the official GBC word, that SP himself had named that those 11 men would become the next Acharyas of ISKCON after his disappearance.   

That, Prabhu, also qualifies as a Conspiracy because the fact is that list, which was the July 9th letter, in reality does NOT state this At ALL.  

Again, another bold face LIE.    

You cannot pass it off as their 'interpretation' of that letter.  The letter is clear and defined and says not one word about these men becoming Diksha gurus at any time.  But, the GBC of 1978 told us that is what the letter said.  And, they only gave that letter, that list, as the sole source of evidence that SP wanted those men to become the next acharyas.   

At the time, 1978, they did not mention the May 28th meeting, nor the Oct 18th conversation,  the only thing they gave as reference that SP had named those 11 to become the next acharyas was that July 9th letter.  Yet, in 1977 and 1978 and for years after, the GBC refused to show us the actual letter.  There were no copies of it floating around. There was no Veda base, and access to SP's letters was forbidden by the GBC. Ramesvar fobid the BBT to release any of the letters.   We had no other option, really, but to accept what the gbc were feeding us, or leave SP's mission.  Those were our only options.  There were devotees, in LA, who openly challenged the GBC over that letter, and they were unceremoniously kicked out.  

Bharadraj, who was in charge of the museum project i was working on,   he asked from Ramesvar, our local GBC, to see that List, because he could not accept that Prabhupad would have named the likes of TK, Bhavananda, Ramesvar etc. etc, as the next acharyas. Ramesvar refused to show him the letter.   

Even though many others finally got to see the July 9th letter long before i did, it was not until 1996 that I first was given a copy.  19 years after it was written.  19 years after SP's disappearance.   19 years later, and I sat there reading it, I felt like a hole cut through my being.  No where in that list did SP instruct that those men were to become the Next Acharya's of ISKCON.  But, DAMN it, that is ALL we were told by the GBC for years.  It wound up being another Bold Faced Lie,   by the same exact group who had Lied in our face on SP's name at the very same time, at SP's passing.    I sat there and felt like i was in a black hole all those years.  Still, it took a number of years more of flipping and flopping on the issue to finally come solidly down on the rtvik side.     

And, you want to know why some of the Rtvik supporters get ugly at times.   Try walking down the same path we had to walk. Try wearing the shoes we wore, and you would be just as ugly at times, i guarantee it.  Guarantee it.   

Many grand disicples, i hear them decry,  oh, the Rtviks make such a big deal over that July 9th letter, they call it the Final Order, and they then minimize it in so many ways, saying it wasn't even written by SP, it was written by TK, etc., (all of SP's letters were dictated by SP to his secretary in one sitting.  This letter was written by TK, but after a number of meetings with SP where TK got clarity on exactly what SP wanted him to write.  It is not less then his other letters, it actually expresses SP's views more clear)  and they try to say how wrong we are to hold that letter up as SP's final order, and how weak our foundation is, based on what they decry as a 'questionable' letter.   Those grand disciples have no clue, no idea, prabhu.   

Who gave that letter so much importance ?   Of course, SP himself did,   but,  after him it was the GBC who, from the very beginning, from March of 1978, it was THEY who promoted that July 9th list as being the 100% sole basis of them making those men the 11 next Acharyas.  The GBC used that list as their sole basis of the Guru system that they began.    They told us, over and over, that SP named those 11 men as the next Acharyas in that list. 
 
It is only AFTER that letter came out into the public, and was finally, after so many years, made available to the rest of us,   that then the GBC began to back off and say, really, that letter is not 'that' important.  That is when the May 28th conversation was presented, and now later the Oct 18th conversation.  But, in the beginning, for years, the whole foundation of the GBC's guru system, and their heading down that path, was 100% based on the July 9th letter.  

At least try to understand why many of us get so upset.  Imagine if you were lied to so many times.  Told things were one way and so many years later discover you were totally misled.  

Add to that that many years latter we find SP was saying how he was being poisoned, and it is definitely a formula for strong flashes of emotional outburst.  

What is missing from the GBC side is any sort of compassionate understanding in dealing with those of us who are so upset over the fact that the GBC themselves lied to us, or shall we be more polite and call it 'misled' us.  Somehow, it is us who are the only bad guys in all this.  When some of us have choice words to use to describe those people who lied to us, and cheated us, and misled the movement, and hijacked SP's mission, we are accused of being the bad sports, or not being real Vaishnav's for our lack of proper etiquette.

Conspiring to Lie to SP's disciples, to Bold Faced Lie and use SP's name in their lies, do you consider that proper etiquette?  Before you ever again criticize the etiquette of the rtvik supporters,   you think about that question, and you sincerely answer it.   

Then they lied about the July 9th letter.   Why didn't the GBC simply tell us the TRUTH?   That SP wrote that letter naming the 11 to become rtvik, and that the GBC studied the issue and reached the conclusion that those same men are now to become regular gurus.   At least they would have been honest and would not have had to stoop to lying to us.   But, they chose to lie, they never mentioned a single word about Rtvik. They never said a single word that SP listed those 11 to be rtivk.  Mainly because they knew that many of us would not simply accept their interpretation, that many of us would want to make our own investigation and size up the facts.   

Why wouldn't the GBC allow this,   because too many of them, especially the 11, were too strongly motivated out of mundane desire to become Thee next Acharya, or at least one of the few next Acharyas.  They didn't want to chance that the rest of us may disagree with their conclusions, so they conspired to lie to us instead. 

There is also one other factor.  The 1978 GBC resolution that states those men to become the 11 next acharyas, it states in the resolution that the GBC reached that conclusion after seeking advice from a HIGHER Authority.    A Higher Authority then the GBC?   SP clearly stated in his Last Will that in his physical absence the GBC shall be the ultimate authority.  Then,  where who was the Higher Authority.  That finally came out years later.  The GBC were actually not sure how to go forward. They went to Sridhar Maharaj, SP's God brother.   That was their Higher Authority.  SP instructed us to avoid his God Brothers, and no where in his writings as to how ISKCON is to be managed is any idea or instruction to take Sripad Sridhar as a higher authority above the GBC.    Yet, the GBC considered him a higher authority, and he told them the 11 should now become regular gurus.   But, he said you cannot have 2 parallel authorities in the same ashram,  so he suggested that the GBC and guru for each zone become one in the same.  He gave birth to the Zonal Acharya system.    That was a total and direct corruption of the system of GBC managerial Authority that SP set up.   This proved to be very disruptive and the end result was a mess.  

(Very interesting is that Sripad Sridhar Maharaj, by the mid 80's, before his disappearance, did an about face and actually embraced the on-going rtvik system as bona-fide. He appointed his Rtvik successor and told that anyone who wanted to be his initiated disciple from then on, while he was physcially present, and AFTER, will now go to this rtvik (Govinda Swami ?).  He was challenged on this by some leading disciples, there are transcripts, he was challenged that some find this to be unacceptaeble, a bogus proposition, for him to appoint a rtvik and accept disciples through that rtivk even after leaving this world,   Sridhar then cited SP as the example of have set the precedence for this.   He was told that many of his disciples simply feel this was wrong, and he boldly told them,   either they must accept this,   or they must leave his ashram.   Bas.  Copies of those transcripts can be found at www.Rtvik.org)

KK, maybe if you can put yourself into our shoes, then your scholarly prowess can digest the facts more clear.

What motivates and causes much of our passionate views and actions is that we see Srila Prabhupad's mission has been hijacked and we ourselves were duped for so many years.  When you wake up and figure such a thing out,   it is natural to be upset.   

Now, some will say,   hey,  the Gaudiya Math went astray and SP didn't get into the fighting, he just stayed outside and eventually started his own separate mission,  so if you rtvik supporters don't like the decisions of the GBC,  just follow SP's example and stop arguing and fighting and wanting to take ISKCON back, just leave and go start your own mission.  SP didn't fight and argue with his god brothers,   so take his example and stop trying to change things.  Like it, or leave it.    Don't like the path the GBC have taken,   get out.   

The problem with the above is,   there are fundamental differences with the situation SP was in regarding the GM and the situation we have been in with ISKCON.  First of all, SP never talked of, because there were not,  writings like the DOM, Topmost Urgency, and the July 9th letter, etc, that were kept secret from him and the followers of SBSS.  Had our SP been told for many years that SBSS had left specific written instructions, that BS had named in some letter 11 new acharyas,  but, the actual letter is kept from SP, then SP found out 19 years later, after finally getting a chance to read the letter for himself, that the letter did not say what his god brothers told him it said,   SP would have reacted differently.   If SBSS had written a DOM document that SP had no knowledge of for 30 years, then in 1965 found out about it, and discovered certain of his god brothers had kept it secret,  SP would have had very choice words for those god brothers.  And, if our SP found there was a tape recording of SBSS that as he was on his bed in the last days he is saying that he is being poisoned, and SP just found out about it in 1965, 30 years later, SP would have also expressed more outrage against those he suspect may have been responsible.     

That also explains why, if you aren’t a ritvikist, talking with ritvikist often results in an instant flame war. (Like this particular discussion.) My experience with them has been that they are so absolutely certain that they have understood the will of Srila Prabhupada so perfectly that when it is suggested that their interpretation might be off or tainted in some way by maya, on account of their not being liberated souls, the reaction will often be one of puzzlement or incomprehension. That has been my personal experience.

What puzzlement or incomprehension are you speaking about, prabhuji?   Well, actually, you  are right, i do find that statement puzzling and incomprehensible,   gee, maybe your half right some part of the time.  

This email is way too long,   

ys ameyatma das
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